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5. Social Factors 

a. Rockridge has a high number of residents between the ages of 30 
and 59, more than the total of all age groups below 30. There 
are more residents in Rockridge between the ages of 30 and 59 
than the City’s average. 

b. The ethnic composition of Rockridge is significantly different than 
the City. 

c. There is a correlation between income and altitude. 

d. There are more seniors living close to the Oakland Hills than in 
other parts of Rockridge. 

e. Schools serving Rockridge children have a higher percentage of 
students performing above the 50th percentile .thin' Oakland 
schools as a whole. 

f. The 0-4 age group in Rockridge is uniform with the City’s 
percentage, which indicates that the number of families with 
young children in Rockridge is similar to that in the City. 


Chapter III 

THE VISION FOR ROCKRIDGE' 


At the July 31, 1993 Community Workshop, community members worked in 
four groups to establish their visions for Rockridge. The groups each 
established a theme for their vision, and they suggested objectives for 
Rockridge in each of the five topic areas: mixed use corridor land use and 
design, residential neighborhood land use and design, parking and circulation, 
open space, and social issues. 

There was a great amount of agreement among the four groups, even though 
each group also had its own perspective. This chapter brings together the 
common ideas in the four visions created at the workshop to make one overall 
vision for Rockridge. The objectives in this policy report follow from this 
overall vision. Appendix B includes a verbatim write-up of the results of the 
four groups that met at Workshop #2. 

1. Overall Theme 

Rockridge is an Urban Village with a mixture of uses including residences, 
offices, services and retail stores. 

2. Mixed Use Corridors 

College Avenue, Claremont Avenue and Broadway should be maintained and 
enhanced with a mixture of uses. The south end of College Avenue should 
especially be enhanced. Residential and office uses should be encouraged on 
upper floors on College Avenue. 

3. Residential Neighborhoods 

Rockridge’s residential neighborhoods should be protected and enhanced. 
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4. Parking and Circulation 

Impacts of traffic on residential and commercial streets should be mitigated. 
Mass transit, bicycling and walking should be promoted. 

5. Open Space 

The amount of open space in Rockridge should be increased. A central public 
open space at or near the BART station should be seriously considered and 
neighborhood park spaces should be increased. 

6. Social Issues 

Public schools serving Rockridge should be strengthened, and their role in the 
community enhanced. The community should work to alleviate crime problems 
in Rockridge. 
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Chapter IV 

PROPOSED POLICY DIRECTION ' j 


This chapter summarizes the objectives and options chosen by the community 
during Workshop #3 on September 18, 1993. At that meeting, participants 
were divided into four working groups and chose among various proposed 
objectives and implementation actions for the area. 

Potential objectives and implementing actions were presented at the workshop 
in an Alternatives Workbook , written by Brady and Associates. Workshop 
participants reviewed the workbook and selected individual components from 
it, occasionally making word changes in the process. 

The proposed objectives and implementing actions in this chapter were 
approved by a majority of workshop participants. All workshop participants 
agreed on the 23 proposed objectives shown in Part I of this chapter. Only 
one group out of four had objections to the other five objectives in this 
chapter. 

Each objective is followed by one or more implementing actions. The three 
categories of implementing actions include: 

• Policy Direction , which are actions on which all participants at the 
workshop reached consensus. These actions articulate the proposed 
policy direction the City should take for the area. 

• Policy Consideration, which are actions that three of the four groups 
supported. These actions should be considered by the City in making 
policy decisions for the area, since a majority of participants supported 
them. In most cases, only one or two people (out of about 30 
participants) objected to actions listed under this heading. 

• Policy Discussion, which are the actions that two of the four groups 
supported. These actions should be discussed by the City in makipg 
policy decisions for the area, since a large number of workshop the 
participants supported them. 



ROCKRIDGE AREA PLAN REPORT 
PROPOSED POLICY DIRECTION 


JANUARY 1994 


This section is organized according to the following five topics: 

• Mixed Use Corridor Land Use and Design, which describes alternative 
land use and design scenarios for development along College Avenue, 
Claremont Avenue and Broadway. 

• Residential Neighborhood Land Use and Design, consisting of 
recommendations for the preservation and enhancement of residential 
areas in the Rockridge area. 

• Parking and Circulation, which includes recommendations for traffic 
mitigation, parking, bicycle and pedestrian circulation. 

• Open Space , which includes the improvement of existing open space and 
identifies open space opportunities in commercial and residential areas 
of Rockridge. 

■ Social Factors , which identifies resources to prevent crime, improve 
schools, and create a stronger sense of community. 

Some implementing actions are illustrated with sketches, which are referenced 
with numbers keyed to the actions. 

Appendix C at the end of this report includes a summary of all objectives and 
implementing actions considered at Workshop #3. 


I. PRIMARY OBJECTIVES 


All numbered objectives in this section were agreed to by all participants at 
Workshop #3. 

A. Mixed Use Corridor Land Use and Design 
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Objective 1: Maintain and enhance the pedestrian scale and 

orientation on College Avenue. 
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Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A Articulate pedestrian crosswalks with special paving. 

B. Install consistent pedestrian amenities along College Avenue such as 

benches, street lamps, trash receptacles, drinking fountains and bollards. 



Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

C. Eliminate large signs and other obtrusive visual elements along College 
Avenue. The scale and material of signs should be unobtrusive to 
pedestrians on the sidewalk. 

Policy Discussion (2 grotips agreed) 

D. Create transition space in front of buildings for outdoor seating and 
product display. 

E. Eliminate billboards visible from College Avenue. 


Objective 2: Utilize Rockridge as a transit and communications node. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Preserve and enhance the Rockridge BART Station as a major 
intermodal transit station coordinating Bart, AC Transit and 
shuttle service. 
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B. Provide discounts and other incentives to people using public 
transportation. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed ) 


C. Connect homes in Rockridge to the fiber optic line to be installed 
along the BART tracks. 



3B 3C 


Objective 3. Make the BART Station and surrounding area more 
attractive and appealing. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Improve the sidewalk area underneath the BART Station to 
create a more desirable place. Improved lighting, change in 
surface materials, and vending stands could create a more lively 
sidewalk. 

B. Redesign the pedestrian bridge connecting the parking lot to the 
BART Station to make it more transparent and attractive. The 
new overcrossing could be designed to provide illumination to the 
area below. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed ) 

C. Convert the landscaped area between the BART Station and 
Market Hail to a small plaza. Merchants could provide movable 
tables and chairs for their patrons, and be in charge of 
maintaining the plaza. 

t 

D. Develop a post office at or near the BART station. 
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Objective 4. Improve the south end of College Avenue between Manila 

and Broadway. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed ) 

A. Plant new street trees to provide a unified image for the street 
and shade the sidewalks. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Locate on-site parking behind buildings and build new buildings 
close to the front property line to protect the visual quality of the 
street wall. 


C. Encourage the construction of upper floor apartments on 
southern College Avenue to house CCAC students. 
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Objective 5. Reconfigure the intersection of College Avenue and 
Broadway. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Encourage an "anchor" use at the intersection of College Avenue 
and Broadway to promote more pedestrian activity and a 
transition from automobile-oriented uses on Broadway. 

B. Strengthen the pedestrian connection between CCAC and 
College Avenue. 


Objective 6. Create better coordination between businesses and 

community needs. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Coordinate sidewalk sales with community events to provide more 
exposure for business merchants. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Encourage merchants to donate food, materials and other services 
for community sponsored events. 

C. Institute a Farmers’ Market in Rockridge. 

D. Coordinate business hours and promotions so that Rockridge has a more 
consistent retail pattern. 
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Objective 7. Coordinate planning between the City of Oakland, BART 

and AC Transit. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Encourage joint projects and planning between the City, BART 
and AC Transit that benefit the community. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Create a permanent Rockridge Planning Task Force consisting of 
Rockridge residents and representatives from the City, BART and 
AC Transit. 


B. Residential Neighborhood Land Use and Design 


Objective 8. Create a variety of housing types. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Provide incentives for building owners to develop residential units 
above retail, such as zoning bonuses for additional units. 

C. Parking and Circulation 

Objective 9. Improve the use of existing parking lots. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Coordinate with BART to use the BART parking lot for 
shoppers on weekends and evenings. 

B. Make arrangements with private parking lots to provide free 
parking in private lots during special events and after business 
hours. Arrangements should include provisions for liability 
insurance, if necessary. 

C. Provide signs on College Avenue directing cars to parking areas. 
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Objective 10. Emphasize pedestrian over automobile use. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Improve intersections to provide safer pedestrian circulation. 
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Objective 11. Encourage the use of public transit in Rockridge. 
Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Provide transfers and other cost saving mechanisms to people 
using public transportation. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Provide comfortable and attractive bus shelters for bus and 
shuttle riders. 

C. Create a neighborhood shuttle service. 



Objective 12. Reduce the speed of traffic on residential streets to posted 
limits. 


a 


Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

A.' Use landscaped turn-outs for parking to narrow residential streets. 
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Objective 13. Make Rockridge more bicycle friendly. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Provide additional bicycle racks or closed lockers at the BART 
Station. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Create a bicycle plan for Rockridge. 

C. Provide bike lanes on College Avenue. 

D. Designate routes parallel to College, Claremont and Broadway 
specifically for bicycle use. (One group reached consensus against this 
item.) 

E. Encourage bike racks at retail stores and offices. 
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Objective 14. Create and retain open space on College Avenue in a 

manner that will not be detrimental to the existing urban' 
character. 


Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Study the use of a portion of the BART property as a central 
open space area. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Develop a park or plaza at or adjacent to the new Rockridge 
Library. 


C. Use part of the Claremont School site as a tot lot. 



Objective 15. Use parts of Temesca! Creek as an open space resource, 
while planning for security, flood control and erosion 
control along it. 


Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

A. Rehabilitate the portion of the creek that runs between Hardy 
Park and the Department of Motor Vehicles. 


I 

f 

ij 

Objective 16. Integrate appropriate open space into residential j: 

neighborhoods. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) i 

A. Preserve St. Albert’s College, and plan for its acquisition as a mix 
of open space, park, housing and community center in the event 
that the College’s current owners desire to sell it. 

Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) | 

j 

B. Use portions the Highway 24/BART right-of-way for small ' 

community parks or seating areas. 

(One group reached consensus against this item.) 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

C. Use the former Safeway site (CRDC) for a community park. ;j 
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Objective 17. Increase the usefulness and aesthetic quality of 
Rockridge’s existing open spaces. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Improve landscaping in parking lots, especially where they are 
visible from public streets. 

B. Renovate Claremont Middle School’s grounds. 

C. Promote a neighborhood-wide street tree planting program. 

E. Social Factors 

Objective 18. Make Rockridge safe by preventing crime. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Monitor crime on commercial and residential streets using walking 
or bicycling police patrols. 

B. Develop and implement a crime prevention program for 
Rockridge. 

Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

C. Form neighborhood and block crime watch groups to patrol 
residential streets. 

D. Improve street lighting on residential streets. 

Objective 19. Develop an anti-graffiti and -litter program for Rockridge. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Participate in the City’s "Adopt-A-Space” program and similar “Adopt-A- 

, Highway” and "Adopt-A-Mailbox" programs to involve citizens and 

businesses in taking care of public spaces and outside walls. 
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Objective 20. Create better middle and high schools with more 
community involvement. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Create mentorship programs that pair school children with adults. 

B. Provide student internships to students interested in participating 
in the community. 

C. Expose school children to the different types of professions in the 
community through career days. 

D. Give achievement awards to outstanding students in the 
community’s schools. 

Objective 21. Pull UC and CCAC resources into the community. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Sponsor lectures and exhibits by students and faculty. 

B. Provide community internships for UC and CCAC students in 
Rockridge. 

Objective 22. Create after-school and adult education programs. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Use the Claremont School and the new library as facilities for 
after-school and adult education programs. 

Objective 23. Create annual community events in Rockridge. 

Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

A. Use Rockridge’s historical resources to create special events 
unique to the Rockridge area. 

B. Coordinate College Avenue sales with special events. 
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C. Create events that foster interaction between neighbors, 
merchants and shoppers. 

D. Close off portions of College Avenue for special events including 
parades, a farmer’s market and craft fair. 

E. Make the Halloween Parade, first held in 1992, an annual 
community event. 

H. SECONDARY OBJECTIVES 

This section contains numbered objectives that one group did not agree with, 

but that were approved by all members of the other three groups. 

Objective 24: Create focal points of activity along College Avenue. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Use the new library as an information clearing house for 
community news. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

B. Strengthen the pedestrian orientation at the intersection of 
College and Claremont Avenues. 

Objective 25: Allow the expansion of home business use and 

telecommuting, with appropriate land use controls. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Create specific standards for size and location of signage. 

Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

B. Specifically allow home businesses in Rockridge zoning. 

Policy Discussion (2 groups agreed) 

C. Prohibit exterior storage. 

p. Develop additional mitigation standards for home uses that 

produce noise, vibration, glare, fumes, odors, dust, or electrical 
interference with neighbors’ radios and television receivers. 
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D. Construct a large satellite parking lot serving all of College Avenue on 
or near Broadway, with shuttle service along College Avenue. (One 
group reached consensus against this item.) 

Objective 28: Create a community information clearing house. 

Policy Direction (All 4 groups agreed) 

A. Use the new library as a primary information source. 

Policy Consideration (3 groups agreed) 

B. Place "information kiosks" on College Avenue. 
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Appendix A 

EXISTING CONDITIONS DATA 


The following data regarding existing conditions in Rockridge was compiled for 

the July 31, 1993 Rockridge Area Plan workshop. This data included: ] j 


1. Demographics 

11. 

Building Transparency J || 

2. Household Types 

12. 

Street Trees 

3. Age Distribution 

13. 

Open Space 

4. Income by Census Tract 

14. 

Intersection Levels of Service t (j 

5. Housing Costs by Census 

15. 

AC Transit Service 

Tract 

16. 

Residential Permit Parking : fj 

6. Housing Types 


Area Streets 

7. Zoning 

17. 

Parking ■ S 

8. Historic Buildings and 

18. 

School Data j; 

Districts 

19. 

Crime Statistics ff. 

9. Ground Floor Use 

20. 

Building Character if 

10. Vacancy 
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14. Residential streets are being used as traffic corridors. 

15. Mitigating traffic on-residential streets. 

E. Social Factors 

1. How do you get renters to contribute their share? 

2. There are a lot of single people between 30 and 70. How can the 
housing stock reflect that? 

3. Improve general integration into neighborhood. 

4. Schools/crime don’t encourage people to stay. 
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2. ROCKRIDGE COMMUNITY NEEDS 

Participants at Workshop #2 identified the following as items or programs 

needed in Rockridge. Each participant received three green index cards, and 

was allowed to write one item on each card. The cards 'have been transcribed 

verbatim. Headers have been added for ease of reference. 

A. Retail/Housing 

1. Hardware Store 

2. Hardware Store 

3. Move Safeway or Lucky’s 

4. Stronger retailers/anchor tenant at south end of College 

5. Re-plan south end of College for other than retail use 

6. Keep the area attractive to high quality merchants and restaurants 

7. More condos within four blocks of BART and mixed-use within one half 
block of Claremont, College, and Broadway 

8. Expand home/office use. Less, not more control of same 

9. Maintain the "scale” of the construction/buildings in the neighborhood, so 
that it has the sense of a "neighborhood" and not a "City" strip 

10. Preservation of residential areas and their single-family character 

11. Zoning regulations and design review for in-law units and off-street 
parking to preserve private open space 

12. We need more housing and less City regulations to allow its creation 

13. The area serves small families and singles well; that’s why we have the 
population we have. Encourage this. 

14. No more large developments on College Ave.. or large apartment 
buildings. Encourage single-family homes and mixed use, small businesses 
and affordable housing. 

15. BART Station retail: The station is bland, banal dark; it needs small 
stands and stores, not to generate more traffic, but to capture the College 
Ave. pedestrian and BART users already there. It will heal the gap that 
makes strolling College Ave. unattractive and inhibiting to walking the 
whole length from Elmwood to CCAC. Look at the small retail 
corrugated roll-up fronts of Los Angeles, Mexico City, New York City. 
BART is now a barrier to pedestrians. It could become a seam . This is 
the appropriate kind of open space at this spot. 

16. Restrict office development. More residential use on College Ave. - 
mixed use. More 2nd and 3rd Door residential use. 

17. Intense development of BART area. 

• 2nd layer of parking 

• active retail at ground 
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35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

39. 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

44. 

45. 

46. 

47. 

48. 

49. 

50. 

51. 

52. 

53. 

54. 


• of busses 
■ of delivery trucks 

Better utilization of existing parking lots 
More private parking utilized for public use 

Increase parking capacity and better distribute, advertise, utilize that 
capacity 

Rethink traffic patterns at Broadway/College. Should it be a welcoming 
gateway? 

Help businesses by providing creative access/parking improvements 
Timing of delivery trucks so that they are absent during peak commute 
times both AM and PM 
Truck traffic allowed only onto main streets 

Implement traffic control in neighborhoods to discourage through traffic 
and aid businesses 

Enforced traffic controls on residential streets 

Better traffic control on residential feeder streets (including better use of 
"so called" traffic actuated signals) 

Comprehensive and far-sighted traffic/automobile planning (strip parking 
behind stores 

More emphasis on use of public and alternative transit modes 
More coordinated transportation - Humphrey Go BART 
More public transportation (electric) 

Encourage a "park-and-walk" ethic for customers of College Ave. 
commercial 

Enforcement of traffic laws, particularly speed 
Slow down traffic, improve use of short-term parking 
Develop an overall traffic mitigation plan for Rockridge, including 
undulations/speed bumps, etc. 

Way to direct traffic so College isn’t impassable at 5:00 on weekdays 
Less traffic 


D. Open Space 

55. Plaza 

56. Park 

57. More open space. A central park with fountain 

58. Increased open green areas in public areas 

59. The urban texture should be maintained. We don’t need any "grand” 
open space 

60. Usable open space 

61. Open space, both "soft” and "hard" 

62. Small open spaces along College Ave. would be an improvement 
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63. Childrens’ park near the library, for ages 1-12, done as a community 
organizing effort 

64. Central park 

65. St. Alberts College open area converted to central park with passive open 
space, play equipment, buildings converted to child care, community 
center, teen center, seniors’ classes 

66. Open spaces 

67. More open space integrated into residential neighborhood 

68. Swimming pool. One of the healthiest of sports for all ages could be 
connected with a school or park (or parking lot for that matter) 

69. Community garden. Victory gardens and the like have always been 
popular. They are ecological, social, exercise. Lots of expertise and 
interest in Bay Area. 

70. More landscaped open space for passive recreational use. 

71. Creation of a public park at the BART station 

72. Significantly enhance streetscaping 

• benches and planters 

• wider sidewalks 

• encourage sidewalk cafes 

• pocket piazzas 

73. BART landscaping and layout. Redesign for better joint use as open 
space 

74. Improved public landscaping 

75. More street trees 

76. Improve street areas (trees on street, trees in street dividers, etc.) to add 
to "green feeling" of area 

77. Clean storefronts; steam clean sidewalks of urine smells 

78. Remove bird poop, dog poop, and trash from underpass by BART daily! 

79. Create parks/open spaces with an eye not to creating drug/homeless 
magnet 

80. More open space: 

• create a new park somehow! 

• better utilize existing open space with attractive benches, etc. 

• restore Temescal Creek in some areas 

E. Crime 

81. Safer neighborhood, low crime stats 
1 82. Reduction of crime 

83. Fewer burglaries 
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84. 


F. 


85. 

86 . 

87. 


89. 

90. 

91. 

92. 

93. 

94. 

95. 

96. 


G. 


97. 

98. 

99. 

100. 
101 . 
102 . 

103. 

104. 


Increased police beat patrols, increase should be commensurate with 
increase in commercial activity (because it attracts crime) 

Schools 

Quality public schools 
Better schools 
Better schools! 

Better schools. Safer for teachers and kids 

Improve elementaiy and especially middle and high schools 

Elementary schools of a quality that will keep families here 

More school/community interactivity 

Better schools with more community commitment 

Arts and entertainment center for music and live cultural activities 

We need a public snorts center/ gvm with pool, weight room, etc. 

Community social activity, concerts outdoors, sports (basketball, softball) 

New library whenever 

Cultural 

Wider acceptance of other areas of Oakland, less insularity 
We need greater ethnic, income, and other kinds of diversity 
Preserve diversity, housing affordable to : families, elderly, working class, 
students 

More social and ethnic diversity in residential areas 

Stop dividing up neighborhoods along arbitrary boundaries 

Take more advantage of assets: U.C., CCAC, BART 

Encourage facilities for us all as an aging population 

Understand why demographics are the way they are, instead of presuming 

they should be changed 
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3. ROCKRIDGE COMMUNITY ASSETS 

Participants at Workshop #2 identified the following items as existing assets in 

Rockridge. Each participant received three blue index cards, and was allowed 

to write one item on each card. This list represents verbatim transcnpttons of 

all cards received. 

1. Residential housing character 

2. Public transit access 

3. Mixed-use (College Ave.), housing above commercial 

4. Transit and communication node, BART, bus to S.F./Berkeley, bridge 

access by car, phone rates to S.F. = local, walkable for errands 

5. Architectural diversity accomplished with minimum of design regulation 

6. Single-family homes encourage home owning,, staying in the 
neighborhood, caring about development issues, and people working 
together 

7 Attractive housing stock/commercial buildings 

& Attractive, consistent (relatively) architecture which contributes to the 
feel of the area, both residential and commercial 

9. Architectural charm 

10. Housing to accommodate variety of households (singles as well as 
families) 

11. Style of homes 

12. Historical architectural integrity and interest 

13. Historic housing stock, wonderful craftsmanship of houses, etc., quality ot 
residential streets 

14. Great residential architecture and private gardens and private open space 
where existing (e.g. St. Alberts) 

15. Building heights (commercial and residential) are low, 35 feet is max. 

16. The housing architecture 

17. Housing stock with style and character (esp. arts and crafts, and prairie 
school styles) 

18. The residential areas in and around here are beautiful, architecture, trees, 
etc. 

19. Central shopping 

20. Walking access to interesting diverse, and useful retail and commercial 
establishments 

21. Central location in Bay Area 

22. Rockridge is a diverse community , small enough to feel a part of, large 

i enough to renew itself 

23. Can walk to everything I need, can walk to good public transit, can get 
onto freeway easily 


24. It has all conveniences: schools, library, transportation to other locations 

25. Accessible by public transportation 

26. Good public transportation 

27. Access to BART 

28. Convenient to all of the Bay Area using public transportation 

29. Sunnier than Berkeley, but close to the University 

30. Access to the rest of the Bay Area, both auto and public transit 

31. Social benefits of U.C. 

32. Relative safety 

33. Good access to public transportation and pedestrian use of area 

34. Good public transit accessibility 

35. I love the BART station, but wish there was more development around 
the station 

36. Interesting, successful commercial area at north end of street 

37. The diversity of retail businesses on College Ave. 

38. Being able to walk to restaurants at night without getting into car to go 
out at night 

39. The variety of shops 

40. Interesting shops and cafes 

41. Ample shopping 

42. Lots of sidewalks to use for walking as exercise 

43. You can walk to retail shops and public transportation 

44. Small scale urban/residential character, current mix is good, don’t need 
higher density in either commercial or residential 

45. "Neighborhood" scale of commercial development 

46. Neighborhood oriented shopping street; two lanes with continuous 
frontage of stores 

47. Diversity (ethnic, economic, etc.) 

48. The mix of shops along College and the quality of the stores, food, and 
such; there are so many great things available within walking distance 

49. I love people (pedestrian) orientation. Cafe tables on sidewalks; no big 
parks, but small controllable open spaces; little plazas that 2 to 10 
merchants and/or residents maintain 

50. Pedestrian shopping 

51. Density is good. In particular, I like medium-density around College Ave. 

52. Access to commercial: shops of all kinds, food. 

53. Convenient stores, can get to on foot 

54. Lots of great places to hang out: coffee shops, etc. 

55. Pedestrian-oriented retail, family eating places, cafes, people on the 
street, easy shopping 

56. Comfortable integration of commercial and residential 

57. Mixed retail/residential: lively atmosphere 
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Good mix of residential and commercial uses, and relatively few large, 
incongruous buildings 

Relatively stable and active residential community 
Successful mixed-use area 
Great eating/cafe spots 

Quaint retail shopping, usually owner owned and operated 

Mix of uses on College Ave., service, retail, food, office and residential 

Nighttime activity on College Ave. makes it a great place to go 

Pedestrian-oriented nature of College businesses 

Convenient shopping, restaurants, coffee shops - almost multi-use! 

Community gathering at cafes and open spaces 

Quality and diversity of shops and restaurants 

High level of community involvement 

People know each other on the same block and on other blocks (not too 
big, not too small) 

Walking and bicycling. If you live here you can keep your car parked! 
Urban neighborhood, convenience of walking to stores and leaving car 
behind 

Self-sufficient urban neighborhood 

The building stock of residential and commercial buildings is in general 
very good 

Economic/family diversity v. . • 

There is an enjoyable mix of people, and I find the area generally 
comfortable and safe to live in 

Pedestrian scale of neighborhood (encourages foot traffic) 

I love the diversity - students, renters, homes on small lots 
It’s pedestrian character 
Pedestrian friendly 

Interesting social and economic neighborhood and diversity 
More families now than 10 years ago - more community spirit, cohesion, 
neighbor helping neighbor, people who stay here 
Pedestrian orientation of residential and commercial areas 
Neighborhood orientation: shopping, schools, services close at hand 
Mixture of neighbors 

"Urban village" quality - shops, homes, restaurants 

Care people put into their property - sense of ownership of community 

Sense of community - sense of place 

The evening safety for promenading 

Sense of community - neighbors know each other/care about each other 
and community 

Pride of ownership reflected in charming homes and gardens 
Walkability of the neighborhood combined with easy access to bus, BART 
and freeway access 
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93. The population is older - not family oriented - so the facilities are 
interesting for older/urban people 

94. Good neighborhood to go for a walk: nice residential area, Temascal, 
stores/food 

95. Tolerance . Residents can live in Rockridge without intrusive 
neighborhood zoning regulations. This freedom should continue as 
policy. 

96. Unconventional residential land uses : live/work, shared living, artists 
studios, small single units 
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4. ROCKRIDGE COMMUNITY VISIONS 

Using the Community Assets and Community Needs identified in the previous 
two exercises, .workshop participants worked in four groups to devise Visions of 
Rockridge. These notes are verbatim transcriptions of the butcher paper notes 
from each group describing its vision. 

Group A. Educational/Info Hub 

1. Mixed Use Corridor 

• small plazas 

• lots of cafes 

• library: gallery, program with Oakland Museum, lectures (U.C.) 

• cultural arts space (churches, south end of College) 

2. Residential 

• residential over commercial 

• parks 

• day care 

• 2-3 bedroom condos 
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Group B. Garden City in the Bay Area Region 

1. Neighborhood activities - schools - close bv home 

a. Live and Work 

b. Region (Bay) and access 

c. Mixed residential 

d. Diversity 

e. Yards and neighbors, walking, open space, Temascal 

f. BART issue: communication link = work close to home 

2. College/Claremont Garden City 

a. Encourage diverse uses and landscaping 

b. Open space 

c. Promote BART 

d. Japanese parking systems 

e. Diversity of transportation and parking 

3. Residential Land Use in Garden City 

a. Encourage mixed residential uses with landscaping and diverse design 


3. Open Space 

• upgraded lighting streetscape 

• plazas 

• Kiosk: information clearing house(s) 

• "sense of place" 

• light poles with directional info. 

• commercial participation in open space idea 

4. Transportation and Parking 

• shuttle 

• bike paths 

• public transportation access 

5. Social Factors 

• Claremont = after school enrichment programs 

• Claremont = evening enrichment programs (tutoring, computer 
labs) 

■ Community policing 

• Pro-active attitude toward homeless 

• Pull U.C. and CCAC resources into neighborhood 

• Rec center at Claremont 



4. Open Space Streetscanes - Community Facilities 

a. Beautification through landscape 

b. Adopt areas: 

• Claremont School 

• Sports and arts facility 

• Recreation areas 

5. Transportation 

a. Diversity 

b. Enforce laws 

c. Regionalness 

d. Reduce speed - encourage for feeder routes, shuttles 

e. Landscape parking lots, benches 

f. Direct commuter traffic 

6. Social Factors 

a. Horticulture in schools 

b. Cooking, restaurants 

c. Encourage community involvement with community problems 

• schools 
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Group D. Urban Village Concept #2 
1. Mixed Use Corridor 

a. more self-contained, i.e. businesses which support community needs 

• post office (at BART station) 

• hardware store 

• places for simple meals and other daily, repetitive needs which can 
be supported by the neighborhood 

• balance between types of businesses 

b. Mixed residential/communily use incorporate residential, i.e. housing 
above stores 

c. Maintain "high quality" commercial uses. 

Q: How to encourage? 

' need for outside customers to support - need to accommodate 
parking 

• encourage alleys behind commercial strips for parking 

d. Nodes: CCAC, BART, Safeway 

• anchor commercial from these 

• build up amenities at these areas, especially lower one 


a. Put large parking lot on Broadway or underground 

• could encourage pedestrian traffic at lower end of College 

• shuttle van on College (cute cable car design? open air? if free, 
people would use) 

• old model on Old Key Route System 

b. Concerns about trying to make this a major magnet for distant 
customers 

• is a problem for very expensive stores 

• creates great need for parking 

• ties into need for local need businesses 

c. Elmwood example with parking behind 

• small strips 

• concern - do not want to tear down residences to do this 

d. Eliminate parking in residential setbacks 

e. Eliminate on-street parking on College 

• widen pedestrian area - sidewalk cafes 

f. Uniform paving along College? 

• benches, street trees 

• "design" College (a la Piedmont or Market Street) 
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3. Streetscape 

a. Need some focal point for the village 

• village square? 

b. Improve BART property to make it part of the area 

• lighten it up 

• add a post office 

• add plazas at comers 

• make a detraction an attraction - currently breaks up the street 

• tie into Market Hall feeling 

• permit street vendors 

c. Develop other nodes 

4. Residential 

a. Eliminate front yard parking 

b. Reduce traffic speed in residential areas 

• speed bumps 

• Milvia model 

c. Traffic diverted away from 1-2 lane residential streets 

• want to build community spirit with less traffic, driving 

d. Increase home alert, etc. 

e. Maintain current style and density of housing areas 

f. More street trees 

• organize neighborhoods to do this 

5. Open Space Streetscape 

a. St. Alberts 

• plan for possible availability in future 

• passive open space and park use (senior center, recreational 
classes, teenage activities) 

b. Adopt mini-spaces, etc. - trees everywhere 

• how to organize? 

• little triangles, street medians (e.g. on Claremont) 

• funding for plants, etc. or get them donated 

c. Trees in all neighborhoods 

d. Zoning to encourage sidewalk use 

• pedestrian boulevard 

• widen sidewalk 

e. Fountain 

• at BART? 

• pocket areas 
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6. Social 

a. Increase beat cops 

• good experience with current beat cop 
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